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2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 
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8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment, filed October 7, 2008, has been entered and carefully 
considered. Claims 1 and 8 are amended. Claim 4 is canceled, and Claims 1-3 and 5-1 1 are 

currently pending. 

2. In light of Apphcant's amendment to Claims 1 and 8, rejection of Claims 1 and 5-7 under 
35 U.S.C. 102(b) and Claims 2, 3, and 8-1 1 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1 and 8 objected to because of the following informalities: Claim language 
"consisting of more than one nodes" should read "consisting of more than one node." Claim 
language "wherein each of the logic system" should read "wherein each of the logic systems." 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-3 and 5-11 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Regarding Claims 1 and 8, the amended claim language in 
independent claims 1 and 8 recites "defining a plurality of logic-systems in a network, wherein 
each of the logic systems defines a physical media with a same protection mode." It is unclear 
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what is meant by the claim language "a physical media with a same protection mode," or what 
the claimed protection is the same as. Further, the amended claim language recites "mapping 
more than one of the minimum protection units into different logic-systems, wherein each logic- 
system consists of at least two minimum protection units of each node." Per MPEP 21 1 1 .02: 
"The transitional phrase "consisting of excludes any element, step, or ingredient not specified in 
the claim." The use of the phrase "consisting of essentially closes the features/functionalities of 
the claimed logic-system immediately following the phrase to the exclusion of other 
features/functionalities recited in the claim language. Further, the above phrase from the claim 
language ("logic system consists of at least two minimum protection units of each node") 
contradicts the phrase "logic system defines a physical media." Examiner asserts that a node 
(e.g., switch, repeater) is different than the physical media (e.g., fiber). Lastly, the amended 
claim language recites "determining, where protection for a logic-system is needed, a working 
mode of a node that belongs to the logic-system." However, the claimed "protection mode" is 
unclear as to what the claimed mode comprises (e.g., regarding the features or functionalities that 
comprise such a mode, or if the protection mode and working mode are cooperatively related). 
Claims 2, 3, 5-7, and 9-1 1 depend on Claims 1 and 8 and fail to resolve the deficiencies therein. 

Further regarding Claim 3, the claim language recites "creating logic-systems for 
protection switching." It is unclear whether the logic-systems cited in Claim 3 are the same as 
logic-systems defined in the amended claim language in Claim 1 . 

Further regarding Claim 6, the claim language recites "only services of a logic-system 
satisfying the current logic-system protection switching trigger condition participate in the 
protection switching." However, there is no reference in the amended claim language of Claim 
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1, upon which Claim 6 depends, to the logic-system corresponding to or comprising any such 
"services." Further, it is unclear where the claimed step "implementing protection switching" 
corresponds to the amended claim language "determining, where protection for a logic-system is 
needed, a working mode of a node that belongs to the logic system" recited in Claim 1 . 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to Claims 1 and 5-7 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) and 
Claims 2, 3, and 8-1 1 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew Chriss whose telephone number is (571)272-1774. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on 571-272-3088. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Elecfronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Andrew Chriss 
Examiner 
Art Unit 24 19 
1/21/2009 



/Hassan Kizou/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2419 



